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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 15, 17, and 23 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sagar, 
US 6873841 in view of Brown, US 20020156895 Al. 

Regarding claim 1, Sagar discloses a cellular telephone (i.e., a PDA 102 comprising a 
modem which uses CDPD that is supported by cellular service providers or mobile phone 104) 
(see fig. 1) comprising a memory storing a telephone directory (i.e., database 108 of the PDA or 
second database, i.e., memory 124, of the mobile phone) (see fig. 1, col. 1, line 62- col. 2, line 4); 
a processor having access to the telephone directory stored in the memory (as known in the art, a 
processor is an integral part of a mobile phone or PDA with access to the memory of the device); 
and a set of instructions capable of being executed by the processor for establishing a 
communication link with a remote central station storing a plurality of telephone directories (i.e., 
connection to a predetermined Internet site of server 106) (see fig. 1, col. 5, lines 2-6). 
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As can be seen above, Sagar discloses that both the PDA and the mobile phone can be 
connected to server 106. The PDA connects to server 106 to upload copy of database file 108 
into storage server (see col. 5, lines 6-10). And, the mobile phone connects to the server to 
download from the server, e.g., via the Internet, manipulated copy of database file 108 for 
storage in a second database, i.e., memory, of the mobile phone) (see col. 1, line 66-col. 2, line 
2). 

Sagar does disclose a device (i.e., mobile phone and PDA) comprising receiving the 
telephone directory and storing the received telephone directory in the memory of the cellular 
phone (see col. 1, line 66-col. 2, line 2), and wherein the user is validated, using an identifier or 
password (i.e., transmission of a unique identification code to the remote central station) (see col. 
5, lines 50-52). 

Sagar, however, does not specifically disclose a cellular phone wherein the remote central 
station storing a plurality of telephone directories each assigned a unique identification code and 
assigned to the transmitted unique identification code to the received telephone directory, 
wherein said telephone directory including a listing created and transmitted to the remote central 
station using a computing device not corresponding to a subscriber of the cellular telephone. 

However, Brown discloses a method and system for sharing contact information. The 
method and system comprising storing a user's contact information in a database accessible over 
a network, receiving identification of a person that the user wishes to authorize for access the 
user's contact information, enabling the person to access the user's contact information, and 
transmitting the user's contact information to a computing device of the authorized person from 
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the database via the network in response to a request for this information (see abstract, 
paragraphs 8-9, 33-36, and 42-43). 

Thus, the combination of Sagar with Brown would yield to a system and method wherein 
a first device uploads a telephone directory to a server. This telephone directory can be shared by 
other users or subscribers that different from the user that uploaded the telephone directory. 
Those authorized users use identifiers or password to obtain the shared directory. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described by Sagar with the teachings described by Brown 
to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so would have been to properly and 
securely share the telephone directory with authorized users. 

Regarding claim 2, Sagar discloses a cellular telephone as described above (see claim 1 
rejection). 

Although Sagar discloses a telephone as described, Sagar does not specifically disclose a 
telephone wherein the remote central station identifies the telephone directory stored within the 
memory of the remote central station using the transmitted unique identification. 

However, Brown discloses a method, system, and cellular telephone wherein once the 
application is initiated, the user is prompted for some form of user identification (e.g., through a 
log in process) to convey the user's authorization, as indicated in block 600. Entry of such 
information facilitates access to the contacts information of the persons identified in the user's 
virtual address book. Once the identification is provided, it is received by the contacts 
information module 214, 314, as indicated in block 602, and the module determines whether the 
identification is correct, as indicated in decision element 604. If the identification is correct (i.e., 
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the user is authenticated), flow continues to block 606 at which the contacts information module 
214, 314 receives the user's request to view the virtual address book, as indicated in block 606. 
More particularly, the module 214, 3 14 can receive a request to view a particular folder of the 
address book (see fig. 6, paragraphs 39-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described by Sagar with the teachings described by Brown 
to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so would have been to properly and 
securely share the telephone directory with authorized users. 

Regarding claim 3, Sagar discloses a cellular telephone (see claim 1 direction) wherein 
the received directory was created by and transferred to the remote central station using a 
computing device other than the cellular telephone (i.e., the PDA created and transferred the 
telephone directory to the server and the mobile phone requests and receives the telephone 
directory from the server) (see fig. 1, col. 1, line 62- col. 2, line 4). 

Regarding claim 4, Sagar a cellular telephone (see claim 1 rejection) further comprising a 
display and a keypad for selecting at least a portion of the displayed telephone directory desired 
to be transmitted from the remote central station to the cellular telephone, wherein the received 
telephone directory only includes the selected portion of the displayed telephone directory (i.e., 
to allow the user of the database to select which columns need to be transferred to mobile phone 
104, the following is recommended. Subsequent to the transfer of database 108 to server 106, 
application 122 checks to see if this database has been uploaded in the past. For a database that 
has not been uploaded before, the user is provided with a list of each field (shown on a display of 
PDA 102), by label and prompted to indicate which fields need to be transferred. A separate 
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checkbox, one for each database field, is presented on-screen and the user checks appropriate 
boxes to indicate the fields that need to be transferred to mobile phone 104. On submission of 
the information by the user to server application 122, the latter stores the user's selection in a 
way that allows it to be recalled for the specific database 108, when database 108 is uploaded to 
server 106 again, some time later) (see col. 6, lines 32-50). 

Regarding claim 5, Sagar discloses a telephone (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the step of 
storing the received directory includes overwriting at least a portion of the telephone directory 
stored within the memory of the cellular telephone with the received telephone directory (i.e., 
updating information in memory 124) (see col. 6, lines 51-54). 

Regarding claim 6, Sager in combination with Brown discloses a cellular telephone (see 
claim 2 rejection) wherein the step of transmitting the unique identification code to the remote 
central station occurs on a periodic basis (i.e., whenever a request for information is received) 
(see Brown's paragraphs 39-40). 

Regarding claim 7, the combination of Sager and Brown discloses a telephone wherein 
the processor executes the set of instructions for instructing the remote central station to 
broadcast the telephone directory to a plurality of cellular telephones (i.e., means for receiving an 
identification of persons that a user authorizes to access the user's contact information, and 
means for transmitting the user's contact information to a computing device) (see Brown's 
paragraph 9). 

Regarding claim 8, Sagar discloses a telephone as described above (see claim 1 rejection) 
wherein the processor executes the set of instructions for receiving a message transmitted from 
the remote central station indicating that the telephone directory is available for transmission 
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from the remote central station to the cellular telephone for storage within the memory of the 
cellular telephone (see col. 4, lines 20-26); and comprising transmitting a signal to the remote 
central station, said signal including at least an identification code identifying the telephone 
directory available for transmission (see col. 5, lines 43-52). 

Regarding claim 9, Sagar discloses a telephone (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
processor executes the set of instructions for instructing the remote central station to transmit the 
telephone directory to a computing device via at least one network (i.e., telephone directory 
request would instruct the server to transfer the telephone directory to the computing device) (see 
col. 2, lines 29-31). 

4. Claims 10-11, 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sagar and Brown, further in view of Comp. 

Regarding claim 10, Sagar discloses a cellular telephone wherein the processor executes 
the set of instructions for transferring the telephone directory stored in the memory of the cellular 
telephone to the remote central station and instructing the remote central station to store the 
transferred telephone directory within a memory (see col. 5, lines 6-10, 43-52). 

However, the combination does not specifically disclose a telephone wherein the data 
that is transferred to the remote central station is stored for a particular time period. 

However, Comp discloses a cellular telephone wherein updated directory information is 
transferred to a remote database periodically (paragraph 32). 

Thus, one skilled in the art would find it obvious that information stored on the remote is 
stored for a particular time interval until new updated information is received. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described by Comp with the teachings described by the 
combination to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide or share up-to-date information to other authorized users. 

Regarding claim 11, Sager discloses a cellular telephone (see claim 10 rejection) wherein 
the processor executes the set of instructions for automatically instructing the remote central 
station to transmit the stored telephone directory or a portion thereof to the cellular telephone 
after lapse of the particular time period (i.e., periodically transmits the telephone directory) (see 
col. 1, lines 39-42). 

Regarding claim 13, the combination of Sagar and Brown discloses a cellular telephone 
as described (see claim 1 rejection). 

The combination, however, does not specifically disclose a telephone wherein the 
processor executes the set of instructions for transmitting information corresponding to the 
subscriber to the remote central station during a registration process, wherein the registration 
process includes registering the subscriber with the remote central station. 

Comp discloses a cellular telephone wherein the processor executes the set of instructions 
for transmitting information corresponding to the subscriber to the remote central station during 
a registration process (in a cellular communication system, a vendor will usually program a new 
cellular telephone for a purchaser to, among other things, associate an identification number of 
the telephone with a telephone number assigned to the user. This process will typically require 
communication with a remote network server) (see Comp: paragraph 25), wherein the 
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registration process includes the step of registering the subscriber with the remote central station 
(see Comp: fig. 3, page 4, paragraph 25). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described by Comp with the teachings described by the 
combination to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide or share up-to-date information to other authorized users. 

Regarding claim 14, the combination of Sagar and Brown discloses a telephone as 
described above (see claim 1 rejection). 

The combination, however, does not specifically disclose a telephone wherein the 
processor executes the set of instructions for performing the steps of: identifying a calling party's 
telephone number and an entity the telephone number is assigned to, i.e., Caller ID information; 
and transmitting the Caller ID information to the remote central station for creating a telephone 
directory listing using the caller ID information and storing the telephone directory listing within 
the memory of the remote central station. 

However, Comp discloses a telephone wherein the processor executes the set of 
instructions for performing the steps of: identifying a calling party's telephone number and an 
entity the telephone number is assigned to, i.e., Caller ID information (i.e., the call log database 
may include call-related information for a predetermined number of previous calls that were 
placed from and/or received through the user device. The call log database will typically include 
the phone numbers of the other parties involved in the corresponding calls. Party names and/or 
other information (e.g., length of call, etc.) may also be stored. The controller may control the 
maintenance of the call log database or a separate control unit can be provided) (see Comp: 
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paragraph 12); and transmitting the Caller ID information to the remote central station for 
creating a telephone directory listing using the caller ID information and storing the telephone 
directory listing within the memory of the remote central station (see Comp: fig. 2, abstract, and 
page 2, paragraph 12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described by Comp with the teachings described by the 
combination to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide or share up-to-date information to other authorized users. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Pappalardo et 
al. (Pappalardo), US 20030148753 Al. 

Regarding claim 15, Pappalardo discloses a cellular telephone comprising a memory 
(memory 162) (see paragraph 19) for storing a telephone directory (contact information database 
225) (see paragraph 30 and claim 15); a processor having access to the telephone directory stored 
in the memory (i.e., processor 160) (see paragraph 19); and a set of instructions capable of being 
executed by the processor for parsing Caller ID information, said Caller ID information 
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including at least a telephone number and an entity assigned the telephone number, and storing 
the parsed Caller ID information as a telephone directory listing within the telephone directory, 
wherein the processor creates the telephone directory listing using the caller ID information and 
stores the telephone directory listing within the memory (i.e., when a caller attempts to call a 
mobile device, caller ID validator receives and decodes the caller information of the phone call 
before mobile device answers, caller ID validator may provide the caller information to other 
software components of the mobile device, including contact information database) (see 
paragraphs 30, 32-33). 

7. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pappalardo in view of Sagar. 

Pappalardo discloses a telephone as described above (see claim 15 rejection). 

Although Pappalardo discloses a telephone as described above, Pappalardo does not 
specifically disclose a telephone comprising performing the step of transferring at least the stored 
telephone directory listing to a remote central station. 

However, Sagar discloses a telephone comprising performing the step of transferring at 
least the stored telephone directory listing to a remote central station (see fig. 1, col. 1, line 62- 
col. 2, line 4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described by Sagar with the teachings as described by 
Pappalardo to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so would have been to 
share contact information among different devices. 
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8. Claim 17-20, 22-23, 26, 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Comp in view of Brown. 

Regarding claims 17 and 23, Comp discloses a method and telephone directory 
management system (see abstract) comprising: a remote central station having a memory for 
storing a plurality of telephone directories each assigned an individual identification code and at 
least one processor (paragraph 1 1) having access to the plurality of telephone directories stored 
in the memory (i.e., the call log manager maintains a call log for individual users at a network 
storage location (see paragraph 19). And, each user is associated with an identification code 
(paragraph 25)); a plurality of cellular telephones each corresponding to a different subscriber 
and each storing a telephone directory (i.e., referring to fig. 3 where it is illustrated a plurality of 
cell phone users. And, Comp discloses that the call log maintained for each user by the call log 
manager include the same or similar information to that stored within a corresponding user 
device within the system (paragraph 19). Thus, each user device stores a telephone directory) and 
having a processor (inherent) for executing a set of instructions for establishing a communication 
link with the remote central station (i.e., placing a call to the server) (see paragraph 22); 
transferring at least a portion of the telephone directory stored to the remote central station (i.e., 
transfers of contact information to the server) (see paragraph 22). 

Comp further discloses that the call log manager 52 is operative for maintaining a call log 
for individual users (paragraph 19). Comp also discloses in paragraphs 25-26 that user initiated 
transfers of information from the network to a user device may also or alternatively be supported. 
For example, a user may deliver an appropriate request to the call manager to transfer the user's 
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information to the new user device. This may also require a specific authorization or 
identification code) (also refer to paragraphs 9 and 16). 

Comp, however, does not specifically disclose system and method comprising identifying 
at least a portion of a telephone directory of the plurality of telephone directories stored by the 
remote central station and corresponding to at least one of the plurality of cellular telephones and 
transferring at least the identified portion of the telephone directory to at least two of the plurality 
of cellular telephones, wherein the identified portion of the telephone directory includes at least 
one telephone directory listing created and transmitted to the remote central station using a 
computer device not corresponding to a subscriber of at least one of the at least two of the 
plurality of cellular telephones. 

However, Brown discloses a system and method comprising identifying at least a portion 
of a telephone directory of the plurality of telephone directories stored by the remote central 
station and corresponding to at least one of the plurality of cellular telephones and transferring at 
least the identified portion of the telephone directory to at least two of the plurality of cellular 
telephones (i.e., in response to requests, user's contact information are transmitted to computer 
devices of the authorized users) (see paragraphs 9, 39-40), wherein the identified portion of the 
telephone directory includes at least one telephone directory listing created and transmitted to the 
remote central station using a computer device not corresponding to a subscriber of at least one 
of the at least two of the plurality of cellular telephones (i.e., Brown discloses a method and 
system for sharing contact information. The method and system comprising storing a user's 
contact information in a database accessible over a network, receiving identification of a person 
that the user wishes to authorize for access the user's contact information, enabling the person to 
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access the user's contact information, and transmitting the user's contact information to a 
computing device of the authorized person from the database via the network in response to a 
request for this information (see abstract, paragraphs 8-9, 33-36, and 42-43). 

Thus, the combination of Sagar with Brown would yield to a system and method wherein 
a first device uploads a telephone directory to a server. This telephone directory can be shared by 
other users or subscribers that different from the user that uploaded the telephone directory. 
Those authorized users use identifiers or password to obtain the shared directory. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described by Comp with the teachings described by Brown 
to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so would have been to properly and 
securely share the telephone directory with authorized users. 

Regarding claim 18, Comp discloses a system (see claim 17 rejection) wherein the 
establishing and transferring steps are performed on a periodic basis (i.e., making transfer at 
periodic intervals) (see paragraph 14). Thus, one skilled in the art would find it obvious that 
connection to the server has to be done on a periodic basis since the transfer is done at periodic 
intervals. 

Regarding claim 19, Comp discloses a system (see claim 17 rejection) wherein 
identifying and transferring steps are performed on a periodic basis (see paragraph 13 and claim 
18 reasoning). 

Regarding claim 20, the combination of Comp and Brown discloses a telephone wherein 
the processor executes the set of instructions for instructing the remote central station to 
broadcast the telephone directory to a plurality of cellular telephones (i.e., means for receiving an 
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identification of persons that a user authorizes to access the user's contact information, and 
means for transmitting the user's contact information to a computing device) (see Brown's 
paragraph 9). 

Regarding claim 22, Comp discloses a system (see claim 17 rejection) wherein the 
processor executes the set of instructions for performing the steps of: identifying a calling party's 
telephone number and an entity the telephone number is assigned to, i.e., Caller ID information 
(i.e., the call log database may include call-related information for a predetermined number of 
previous calls that were placed from and/or received through the user device. The call log 
database will typically include the phone numbers of the other parties involved in the 
corresponding calls. Party names and/or other information (e.g., length of call, etc.) may also be 
stored. The controller may control the maintenance of the call log database or a separate control 
unit can be provided) (see Comp: paragraph 12); and transmitting the Caller ID information to 
the remote central station for creating a telephone directory listing using the caller ID 
information and storing the telephone directory listing within the memory of the remote central 
station (see Comp: fig. 2, abstract, and paragraphs 12 and 14). 

Regarding claim 26, Comp discloses a method (see claim 23 rejection) further 
comprising the steps of: receiving Caller ID information, i.e., a calling party's telephone number 
and an entity the telephone number is assigned to; processing the received Caller ID information 
to create at least one telephone directory listing (i.e., the call log database may include call- 
related information for a predetermined number of previous calls that were placed from and/or 
received through the user device. The call log database will typically include the phone numbers 
of the other parties involved in the corresponding calls. Party names and/or other information 
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(e.g., length of call, etc.) may also be stored. The controller may control the maintenance of the 
call log database or a separate control unit can be provided) (see paragraphs 12 and 14); and 
storing the at least one telephone directory listing within the remote central station, wherein the 
at least one identified telephone directory includes the at least one telephone directory listing 
(paragraphs 12, 14, 19-20). 

Regarding claim 28, Comp discloses a method (see claim 31 rejection), wherein the 
telephone directory listing includes information selected from the group consisting of name (see 
paragraph 13), home telephone number, mobile telephone number (Comp discloses that the 
address may typically include telephone numbers (it would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art to envision that telephone numbers may include home and mobile number) (see paragraph 
13), home address, business address, e-mail address, and web-site address (it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art that home address, business address, e-mail address, and web- 
site address may be included as other contact information) (see paragraph 13). 

Regarding claim 29, Comp discloses a method (see claim 23 rejection) further 
comprising the step of charging a fee to at least one subscriber of the plurality of cellular 
telephones (i.e., the call log manager only maintains call logs for users who subscribe to a call 
log service (e.g., for a small monthly fee)) (see page 3, paragraph 20). 

Regarding claim 30, Comp discloses a method as described above (see claim 23 
rejection). 

Although Comp discloses a method wherein the user can request the transfer of contact 
information wherein the requested or selected contact information is sent, thereby obviously 
displayed on the device (see Comp: paragraph 26), Comp does not specifically disclose a method 
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wherein prior to the transferring step, displaying the at least one identified telephone directory 
via a display of at least one of the plurality of cellular telephones; and selecting at least a portion 
of the displayed telephone directory desired to be transmitted from the remote central station to 
the at least one the plurality of cellular telephones. 

However, Brown discloses a method wherein prior to the transferring step, displaying the 
at least one identified telephone directory via a display of at least one of the plurality of cellular 
telephones; and selecting at least a portion of the displayed telephone directory desired to be 
transmitted from the remote central station to the at least one the plurality of cellular telephones 
(see figs. 6-7, and paragraphs 39-45). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation 
for doing so would have been to provide authorized users access to contact information stored at 
a remote location without the need to manually update or enter contact data. 

9. Claims 21, 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Comp and Brown, further in view of Sagar. 

Regarding claim 21, 24, and 25, the combination of Comp and Brown discloses a system 
as described above (see claim 17 rejection). 

Although Brown discloses a system comprising transmitting a signal to the remote central 
station, said signal including at least an identification code identifying the telephone directory 
available for transmission (see abstract), the combination of Comp and Brown does not 
specifically disclose a system comprising receiving a message transmitted from the remote 
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central station indicating that the telephone directory is available for transmission from the 
remote central station to the cellular telephone for storage within the memory of the cellular 
telephone. 

However, Sagar discloses a system comprising receiving a message transmitted from the 
remote central station indicating that the telephone directory is available for transmission from 
the remote central station to the cellular telephone for storage within the memory of the cellular 
telephone (see col. 4, lines 20-26). Thus, in combination with Comp and Wakabayashi, one 
skilled in the art would unhesitatingly conceptualize that the remote central station would send 
an indication to the users that are authorized to share the telephone directory of its availability. 

Also, it worth noted that Sagar discloses a method wherein a user send a request for 
telephone directory information to the remote server (i.e., the mobile phone requests and receives 
the telephone directory from the server) (see fig. 1, col. 1, line 62- col. 2, line 4) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings as described by Sagar with the teachings described by Comp 
and Brown to arrive at the claimed invention. A motivation for doing so would have been to 
properly inform the user of directory information. 

Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to PIERRE-LOUIS DESIR whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7799. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00AM- 5:30PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dwayne Bost can be reached on (571)272-7023. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Pierre-Louis Desir/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 

/Dwayne D. Bost/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, 
Art Unit 2617 



